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REMARKS 

Claims 1, 4, 10 and 16 have been amended herein, no claims have been 
added orcanceted, and hence Ctarms 1-20 remain pending in this application. 

The Applicants have carefully considered the Office Action of August 20, 
2007, but respectfully traverse the rejections set forth therein. Reconsideration qnd 
withdrawal of these rejections in view of the following remarks are respectfully 
requested. 

Explanation of the Amendments 

Claims 1, 4, 10 and 16. as amended, now limft the multivalent cation in tth 
first ink to calcium, This amendment better defines the fnventlon and enables 
claims to tetter conform to the working examples provided in the specrfication. E asis 
for the amendment is found in the specification on pages 6 and 7 under the heac ing 
"Multivalent Cation", and in the examples. 

As the foregoing claim amendments add no "new matter" to the applicatic n 
and also place the application in better condition for allowance/appeal, Applicant \ 
request that such annendments be entered into the record for further examinatlor 

Qbv^LOjus.ness Rejections 

In the aforesaid Office Action, all the claims were finally rejected under 3£ 
U.S.C. §1 03(a) as allegedly being obvious and unpatentable over the disclosure Df 
Katsuragj et al (EP1 125994) in view of Yue et al. (US 6461418), or in view of this 
combination of references further in view of one or more of Ota et al (US 
20020075369), Suzuki et al. (US 6153001), and Katsuragi et al. (BP 1191077), 
Applicants respectfully traverse this final rej€iction. 

In Applicants' previous response filed 6/29/07» Applicants attempted to pc|int 
out to the Examiner comparative data in the specification that associates the 
distinguishing fisature of the invention over the cited prior art documents to a 
surprising or greater than expected result. It Is Applicants* position that the Exan|iner 
has not properly considered the comparative data in the specification in reaching 
conclusion with regard to obviousness of the claims and as such. Applicants 
respectfully request reconsideration herein. 

As previously stated, the technical problem addressed in the application i| to 
provide both high optical density (OD) and good njb-fastness in an ink set compr sing 
at least one aqueous ink containing a self-dispersed pigment (SDP) colorant and an 
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Applicant's previous response. It is, nevertheless, respectfully submitted that the 
evidence of unexpectedly superior results rs compelling and sufficient to rebut an / 
prima facie case of alleged obviousness. In the face of such evidence, all reject!* ins 
made under 35 U.S.C. §103(a), should be withdrawn. 



In view of the preceding remarks, Applicants believe that all outstanding 
rejections have been successfully overcome and that this case is otherwise in 
condition for allowance. If for some reason the application is not allowable, 
Applicants* attorney requests a telephonic interview with the Examiner to discuss the 
case and any additional amendments to the claims that may be required to place the 
case In allowable form. 



Conclusion 



Respectfully submitted. 
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